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I'ollowan are teus of key cloczcmmzis (LC(U:)Z])CL)LJLIZJ thc_
Pentagow’s study of the Vietnani war, covering the opening of
the.sustained bombing campaign against North Vielnam in.the
first half of 1965, Fucept where excerpting is indicated
documents-are printed ver batzm wzth onl} J unmzstakablc iypo
-J}aphzcal er roTS COTY ected L .
’ 2 : ) E
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Peasonal letter from Walt W. Rostow, chazmzan of the State Deparlinent’s
-Pohcy Plamung Council, to Secretary McNamara, I\'ov 16, 1964, “Military DlS-
posztlons and Political Sl“llalb . : :
I'ollowmrr on our convmsatxon of las!
moht I am concerned that too much
thouvht is bcmg, given to the actual
damagc we do in the North, not enough
thought to the signal we wish to send.
The signal consists of three parts: for tat..
a) (1’—‘1‘1dg(3 to the North is now to be
jnflicted because they are wontma the

1954 and 1962 accords;

b) we are ready and abl:, to go much
Surther than our initial act of damage;

©) we arc ready and able to meet any

\J

lIevel of escalation thcv might mount in -

:response, if they. are so mmded
© Four pomts follow. S

1..T am convinced that we should not
~go forward inio the next stage without

a US ground force commltmcnt of some
~kind:
&, The withdrawal of those gzound
forces could be a critically important
part of our diplomatic bargaining posi-
- tion. Ground forces can sit during a con-
ference more casily thai we can main-
+tain a series of mounting an and naval
\ple':smes )
b. We must make ciear that counter
-escalation’ by the Communists will run
divectly into US strength on the ground:
©and, therefore the possxblhty of radically
Ay extending their posmon on the ground
at the cost of air anda navaI damage
alone, is ruled out.

¢, There is a marginal pOSlelllty that
in attacking the zirficld they were think-
ing two moves ahead; namely, they
mlght be planning a pre-emptive ground

Torce response to an expected US retali-

ation for the Bien Hoa attack.

2. 'The first critical mlhtaxy action
against North Vietnam should be de-
signed merely to install the principle
that they will, from the present forward,
be vulnerable to retaliatory attack in the
north for contmuAl
1954 and 1962 Accords. In other words,
we would signal a shift from the prin
Ccinle involved in the Tankin Gulf re-
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sponse. This means that the initial use
of force in the north should be as lim-
ited and as unsanguinary as possible, 1t

‘is the installation of the p.mcnpla that

we are initially mtexested in, no,L tit

3. But our force dispositions to ac-

company .an initial retaliatory move
against the north should send three
further signals lucidly:

and naval plCSSUIO on the north if that

: bhould be required;

* b, that we arc prepared to face down
amr form of escalation North Vietnam

.mx@,ht mount on the grouid; and

. that we ate putting forces mlo
place to exact retaliation directly against
Communist China, if Peiping should join

“in an escalatory response frora Hanoi.

The latter could take the form of in-
creased aircraft on Formosa plus, per-
haps, a carrier force sitting-off China
the force in the
South China Sea, Co
" 4, The launching of this track, almost
certainly, will require the President to
explain to our own people and to. the
world our intentions and objectives. This

~will also be perhaps the most persuasive

form of communication with o and
Mao. In addition, I am inclined to think

- the most direct communication we can

mount (perhaps via Vientiane and War-
saw) is desirable, as opposed to the use
of cut-outs. They should feel they now
confront an LBJ who has made up his
nind. Contrary to an anxicly expressed
at an earlier stage, I believe it quite
possible to communicate the limits as
well as the seriousness of our intentions
without raising seriously the fear in
Hanoi that we intend at our_initiative

Delta, in China, or seck any other ob-

]nctxvc than the re-installation of thf‘

1054 aned 10682 Acecorde
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a. that we are puiling in place a’
-capacity subsequently to step up dircct
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1. We
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.appreciation of thc view .in Hanoi and
Peiping of the Southeast Asia problem.
I agree almost completely with SNIE
10-3-64 of October 9. Hcrc are the criti-
cal passages:

“While they will seck io C\ploxt "nd
encourage the deteriorating situation in
Saigon, thsy probably will avoid actions
that would in their view unduly in-
crease the chances of a major US re-
sponse against North Vietnar (DRV) or
Commumst China. We are almost cer-
tain that both Hanoi and Pc1pm are
anxious not to becornie involved in the
kind of war in which the great weight
of superior US weaponry could be
brought against them. Even if Hanoi and
- Peiping estimated that the US would not
. use nuclear weapons aaamst them, they
could not be sure of thls

“In the face. of new US ptessmes'

against the DRV,» further actions by
Hanoi and Pmpmg would be based to a
*eonsiderable extent on their estimate of

US intentions, i.c., whethdr the US was’

actually determined to increase its pres-
sures as necessaty.
this point are probably uncertain, but
we believe that fear of provoking severe
measuires by the US would lead them to
temper their rcsponscs wnh a Uood deal
of caution.

“If dz,spxte Commumst efforts, the US
attacks continued, Hanoi's leaders would
have to ask themscl\ es whether it was
not better, Lo suspend their support of
Viet Com7 military action rather than
suffer tht, destruction of their major
mlhmy facilities and the industrial scc-

oved or:Releasen2001/03/104.: ChARDPL-G1BH1RIUNH0EE126 4

their favor in South Vietnam, _l}\(‘y_l}).l‘i??.t'.

Their estimates on.
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‘' 7The McNamara report 6n
. Vietnam has surfaced at an

 inopportune time

for the

, Nixon Administration, which
| already is under great pres-

- sure to specd up American

* withdrawal from the wav.

- The mammoth, previously
“secret document on the evo-
lution of the war, being pub-

" lished piecemeal by the New

. York Times, will provide 2
rich new source of data for
“the antiwar movement, par-
L ticularly in the Senate, which
votes tomorrow on an
-amendment to force a United
_States pullout by the end of
L1971 ’ _
“* \hite House officials ac-
Teepted the disclosure of the
.report with nervous resigna-
tion., o
Already
. nam credibility problems of
its own, according to a re-
‘eent” Gallup Poll, the Nixon
_:Administration will have to
wait and see whether this
new. shadow on the Johnson
‘period in Vietnarn furtler
erodes the public’s tolerance
for continuing the war.

"+ perhaps the report’s most

damaging aspect — at least
the part that seems to worry

the White Hotse the most-—

‘is the disclosure that the U.S.

- government worked - out &

strategy, months before the

- so-called August. 10¢4, Ton-
kin Gult attack on two U.S.

Fewe Ta

C
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besef with Viet-

forces actively involved in
the fighting. ' )

A policy of deception suv-
faces in the wealth of official
cablegrams,.memoranda and
other documents accompany-
ing the 3000-page analysis,

written by teams of Delense

Depariment specialists under
orders of {he then secreiary,
Rohert McNamara.

The report and accompa-
nying docunients constitute,
it is believed, the most com-
plete existing account of how
the U.S. involvement in Viet-
nam grew and how the U.s.
began to plan for overtwar a
year before the extent of
‘American involvement was
publicly disclosed. _

The report, which carried
st high level {security) clas-
sification,” according to 2
White - House source, had
very limiledcirculation when
it was completed in late 1963.
Perhaps-as few as six copies,
including the one obtained by
the Times, exist. '

The Nixon White House did

not use this particular report

‘in drafting its own history of

{he Vietnam involvement in
‘early 1969, prior to the in-
coming President’s determi-
nalion of a new Vietnam war
policy. . . '

The copy
the White House. apparently

1

_destroyers, to get American

earraarked for

- Johnson when he returned to
Texas. Another copy was de-
livered by the Pentagon to
the White House yesterday, a
day after the Times began its
series. - .

White House press secre-

tary Ronald Ziegler said yes--

terday that the administra-
tion had found no surprises

in the report, and that the’

National Security Council
had had access lo the same
basic documents when it was
drafting its own war history
in 1969, =
Rather than relying on past
stiidies, “the President felt it
was essential to undertake
our own assessment,” "Zie-
gler said. :
Zicgler attempted to miui-
rmize ihe overall importance
of the Deiense Department-

prepared report, pointing out -

that it was only an internal

study by one departiment,

and did not contain assess-
- menls of other key agencies,
such as the State. Depart-

ment, the , Central lnfelli:
gence Agency. . and the Na-.

Tional Security Council.

. ‘“The President,”’ Ziegler.
said, “did not focus .ofl this.
specific report before it ap-:
_ peared in the Times.”

But, the press sacretary:
strongly implied, Nixon was:
“fully aware of the chronology,
Jof U.S. involvement through’

i other reports and documnents. ¢
t “] think it is safe to as-
| sume,” Ziegler said, T... .

went with outgoing President ' that ¢ 6m plet e information

was available tous.”

i

Ziegler declined . to. com-j

~ment .on a question as to.

whether this administration,
repudiated the policies of de-
ception that, according o the
official documents, - were in
effect in 1964 and subsequent
years through 1957, :

Nor would he respond di«
rectly to. questions on the ef-
fact « the disclosures might:
have on this administration’s’
problems of Viélnam credi-
bility. : L
A Gallup -Poll, published
May 23, found that 67 percent
of the respondents believed
the administration was not,
“telling the public all it

should know “‘about the wat.

in Vietnam.” -
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» I’Iany uocumoms along Wi '1 thou-
mnd'; ‘of paw as of an alysxs vovm myng
"thﬂ Amomcan 111v01v9~ne11t in the
_'Vletnam War have CDul“ to Jlgnt aud

'I‘nne s. The. White i’ouw Was Unas
ware ‘of the rem,zuch and wmm It
~t‘\ss undm nkc*l in ]96’.’
.dc*r ‘orders of the then' Socrem‘y of
Lelence, Robert S.. ]‘1cNamaw'a. The'
-s%*udy extended to 2,UOJ 000 words

,‘_and may m'*qb o'ﬂy ten ox 1o cop

oy

“Kissinger never heard of the study”

and 1658 un-:
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not appa rent becau

ministration was not even in office 110\1?/ and PIC sident -Johnson..

when the ingquiry comploted its cf
fort. Secretary of Defense MeNamara

"5Tho joint chiefs almost 20 years °

- ago warned that a successful defense -

of South Vietnam could not be' guar-
antcnd undcr the 1954 Geneva ac-
(cord:  The joint chiefs arve said to
" have agleod to send American raili-
tary advisors only on the insistence
of the then Secretary of State, John

the precoqt ad- I*os»er Dilles.. Both. President Xen- .

were |
described- as ‘choosing partial mea-
sures - of ‘military - ploposa“ that

: e Y - was not in office.” He is reported t~ “would only work if they were under-
“ate being P““ted in the Tew Yark pive eceived a copy after he became  talkien’as packages rather than, Immg ‘

chairman of the World Bank, H
looked at it briefly and sént it To'th
N'ztlonal Archives where today M-
I\am'u*as own. copy is c"ull i
. storage, : . ot

While the de’calld of. 1ts dovelor

adop’red pwcemeal e

. Ths smuv also foana that the

Ame ican governme ant was unable to

pnxsmdn ‘ch° South Vietnamese to
Imake the poll’ucal and cconomic re-
forms that were necessary in order

ment and pubhcatmn are of interest; to \"m tha sllegxdqc\, Oc the people.

~some of its” conclusions are signifi-
- B cant. The Victnam pohoy of the Unit- ﬂm Assistant
Wlute Houve assist ont Penry A. o States grew out of the Truman ads J
\"'IS ‘Paul Warnke who was in charg

ministrations -decision to "give mili-

Wheh thn stuoy was complcted

; Secretary of D\,xmse

{ sceurity affairs. ‘He says today that )

. i > I :
until he read about it in ne New, tary aid to France which was con- th'* “purpos (of the study) was to try

-York Times. Others have e1t1 Gf Pro-
tested’ its existence or, kuowing
about it, claim that its revelation vio-

ducting a colonial war in Indo- Chma
azainst the Communist Viet Minh.

The IlSﬂnhower administration P®

to preserve history before it disap-
arcd.” It is good journalism that

the New York Times has delved so

; R ‘e . , .
:,_'lams socumy ba causle bsnc;meof tShe ;iec de ;1 to rescuce South Vietnam (zecpr info the Pentagon study. Oth- .
papr.\rg COlltalneCl 'IT‘C a e( lOp €« rom allmg to COI‘Ill‘lllnlSln. Next 01’\’\’1"{3, it rﬂl nt have dlo'\pp ared be.

cret e

Secretary Mc'\Iamara ordﬁr d 30
or 40 governmental officials %o re-
‘view " all the documennts, conversa-
tions, mcmoranda which concerned
-the American 1eht10nsh1p with Viet-
nam., This was nof a fult time job fo1
‘these éxperts. They pluggee away for,
more than a “year, writing 40 book-
length volumes with documematmx
from cablenramfs, 4§72 house. debate.
and the public and private; observa.
tions of officials in-ths vauous de
partments of govelnm\,nt 1vcludmf
/ the' Jomt Chmfs of Suaff and the
C L A. N

4 the definilive,
'study of Amemca and Vietnamw. Iti
plobably the closest thmgf to such =
“study that thc public will ever have
access to. If it ‘weren't for the Nev.
York Times, all this- data, togethe:
with its mtorpremauon by ‘govern
ment cxperts, would never havs ap

‘peared. WhyAﬁm’ﬁlV@ﬂoEQrsReieme%\ 132)%1:

which enlarged the comnntmcnt of
America from limited risk
risk commitment. Thﬂn the Johnson
admmlstvatlon hegan to plan overt

war in 1984, the very year when the  them. up.

president was attacking his G.O.P..
advelsary, Senator Barry Goldwcl’cer,
for his 2 forts to cscalate the war,

;,: " The s:,udy shows fu rthﬂr ‘that the
government - 1;1tclhg'*nce -afencios,
the 'C.LA., and that of the Defense
depaltment warned that the govern-
ment’s pohcy ‘would not work with *
respect to the Viet Cong insurgency.

1 came the Kennedy a(ummstrauon cause

to a broad lost bacanss of ‘inattention. Toking

The same intelligence study indicat-
‘ed that ‘hombing would hecome ili-

tarﬂy nan.octw

.w;thm 2 few
months._ T e

The flrst mlhtary equlpmont
from America o go to Vietnam was |
in rea and
lov

be SCnS’ILlVG abOU.t the revelations i- VlSCI‘q, and then A\’l"‘llcan SOldlelS i

avha 11end thae coar

Iys-;,s ‘have . been
the pusi. to have become

suc-x
Lnov'n int

e e

advantaga o; 1.mttentlon, a knowl-.
edgeful mole knows where. the pap--
L ers are Iudden and decides to chew.
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